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for repeal in popular circles grew steadily larger from about
1840 onwards. Though to ascribe the strike of 1842 to the
League was grotesque, it is very probable that then or soon
after the League had as many followers as the Charter, if
not more. Moderate democrats such as Ebenezer Elliott, the
writer of God Save the People, had indeed transferred to it their
whole energies.
But the repeal of the duties was not directly due to working-
class agitation. The manufacturing interest was the most
powerful driving force, There can be no reasonable doubt that
the despairing anger of the repeated Chartist attacks made
many of the ruling class consider that some genuine relief must
be given to the working class, and to that extent the impulse
behind the agitation was working-class. But the effective voice
of England was, in Parliament or outside, that of the middle
class; and it was the rapidly growing conviction of this body
that the duties were a grave and vexatious hindrance to pros-
perity which ultimately induced Peel to yield.
The wheat prices after 1835 to the year of the famines
showed how the cost of living was artificially held up. In 1835
wheat averaged 395. 4^. a quarter. In the following seven
years the prices were 485. 6d., 55^. iod., 645-. jd., jos. Bd.,
66s. 4</., 64^. 4^., and 575. %d. In 1843, 1844 and 1845 prices
fell a little to $os. id., 515. %d. and 505. iod., but they rose
again to 54^. Sd. in 1846. In that year the duties were repealed,
but the repeal was not to come into effect till February i, 1849.
But though the fall of the blow was suspended, the effect was
nevertheless to override the interests of the landlord class in
favour of the employers, and (to some extent at least) in favour
of the working class. During the years of suspense the prices
were 69^. 9^. in 1847, and $os. 6d. in 1848. Then prices fell
sharply, to 44?. <$d. in 1849 an<^ 4ar- 3^- m ^50. In 1851 the
average price was actually as low as 38^. 6d.
This fall in prices was accompanied by a large increase in
wheat imports. In the years 1829 to 1831 bad harvests had
been met by large imports of wheat, despite the tax, at an
average rate of not much less than 2,000,000 quarters a year.
Then from 1832 to 1837 imports fell very low, on account of
good harvests, and averaged less than 300,000 quarters. In the